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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)|EI All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .^l Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Request for Continued Examination 



A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
8/21/2007 has been entered. An action on the RCE follows: 

Status of claims: claims 84, 96 and 108 are amended, thus claims 84-119 are 
pending. 

In view of applicant's argument filed on 8/21/2-007, the drawing objections stand 
withdrawn. 

Response to applicant's amendment filed on 8/21/2007, the applicant's 
arguments with respect to the rejection of claims 84-1 19 under 35 USC 112, first 
paragraph, have been fully considered are not persuasive. These stand and are 
repeated from the last Final office action, and the applicant's arguments with respect to 
the amended claims 84-1 19 have been fully considered are not persuasive. The 
amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection presented in this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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Claims 84-119 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

As per claims above, the applicant introduces new subject matter which does not 
read in light of the specification into the claim 84, such as claimed features "an active 
display screen" as recited in independent claim 84, line 6; "transition" as recited in 
dependent claim 89, line 2; "active display screen" and "second input" as recited in 
independent claim 96, line 7; "transition" as recited in dependent claim 101, line 2; 
"adjusting" as recited in depend claim 102, line 3; "active" and "second input" as recited 
in independent claim 108, line 3 and line 9. 

The original disclosure does not support the new subject matter as indicated 
above. Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 84-119 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Where applicant acts as his or her own lexicographer to specifically define a term 
of a claim contrary to its ordinary meaning, the written description must clearly redefine 
the claim term and set forth the uncommon definition so as to put one reasonably skilled 
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in the art on notice that the applicant intended to so redefine that claim term. Process 
Control Corp. v. HydReclaim Corp., 190 F.3d 1350, 1357, 52 USPQ2d 1029, 1033 (Fed. 
Cir. 1999). "An active display screen" as recited in independent claim 84, line 6; 
"transition" as recited in dependent claim 89, line 2; "active display screen" and "second 
input" as recited in independent claim 96, line 7; "transition" as recited in dependent 
claim 101, line 2; "adjusting" as recited in depend claim 102, line 3; "active" and "second 
input" as recited in independent claim 108, line 3 and line 9. The above-identified terms 
are indefinite because the specification does not clearly redefine the term. Applicant is 
required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 84-119 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Wilks et al (US 6,246,407, hereinafter Wilks). 

2. Claim 84, Wilks teaches a system comprising: a multi-component display (a 
multi-state window, see col. 2, lines 10-30) comprising: a first display screen (14); and a 
second display screen (26) overlapping said first display screen (14, see col. 2, lines 10- 
30), and a user interface component (a cursor) for designing at least one of said first 
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and second display screen as an active display screen for responding to an input (see 

col. 3, lines 5-18, and col. 3, line 53 to col. 4, line 17). 

Claim 85, Wilks teaches said user input device is a mouse, col. 3, line 46. 

Claim 86, Wilks teaches said user input device is a touchscreen, col. 3, lines 46-47. 

Claim 87, Wilks teaches said user input device is a pen, col. 3, line 47. 

Claim 88, Wilks review said user interface component is operable to designate said at 

least one active display screen in response to a sound (col. 1, lines 40-50 disclosing a 

video game, which inherently has a sound). 

Claim 89, Wilks teaches the transition from one state to the other may be done in 
multiple steps range from 2 to several hundred steps, linearly, ect. (col. 4, lines 35-37). 
Claim 90, Wilks teaches wherein said input is operable to adjust said display of said 
graphical object on said at least one active display screen, as discussed in col. 3, lines 
12-18. 

Claim 91, Wilks teaches said graphical object comprises an icon 20. 

Claim 92, Wilks reviews said graphic object is associated with a video game application, 

col. 1, lines 40-50. 

Claim 93, Wilks teaches said graphical object is associated with a graphic application 
(the graphic user interfaces, GUIs, col. 1, lines 57-59). 

Claim 94, Wilks teaches said input comprises a user input, as discussed in col. 3, lines 
43-49. 

Claim 95, Wilks teaches said user input comprises an input to said user interface 
component, as discussed in col. 3, lines 43-49. 
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Claim 96, Wilks teaches a method of designating at least one active display screen in a 
multi-component display (a multi-state window, see col. 2, lines 10-30), said method 
comprising: detecting a first input from a user interface component (a computer mouse); 
determining at least one display screen (14) of said multi-component display (said multi- 
state window) associated with said first input; and designating said at least one display 
screen (26) of said multi-component display screen (said multi-state window screen) for 
responding to a second input (cursor position #3, see fig. 2, col. 3, lines 5-18 and col. 3, 
line 53 to col. 4, line 16). 

Claim 97 shares the same limitations as those of claim 85 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 98 shares the same limitations as those of claim 86 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 99 shares the same limitations as those of claim 87 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 100 shares the same limitations as those of claim 88 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 101 shares the same limitations as those of claim 89 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 102 shares the same limitations as those of claim 90 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 103 shares the same limitations as those of claim 91 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 
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Claim 104 shares the same limitations as those of claim 92 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 105 shares the same limitations as those of claim 93 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 106 shares the same limitations as those of claim 94 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 107 shares the same limitations as those of claim 95 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 108, the limitation of claim 108 is similar to those of claim 96, though in 
computer-readable program instructions form (col. 8, lines 30-33), therefore the 
rejection of claim 108, will be treated using the same rationale as claim 96 
Claim 109 shares the same limitations as those of claim 85 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 110 shares the same limitations as those of claim 86 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 111 shares the same limitations as those of claim 87 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 112 shares the same limitations as those of claim 88 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 113 shares the same limitations as those of claim 89 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 
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Claim 1 14 shares the same limitations as those of claim 90 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 115 shares the same limitations as those of claim 91 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 116 shares the same limitations as those of claim 92 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 117 shares the same limitations as those of claim 93 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 118 shares the same limitations as those of claim 94 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Claim 119 shares the same limitations as those of claim 95 and therefore the rationale 
for rejection will be the same. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 84-1 19 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin M. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7697. The examiner can normally be reached on MON-THU from 9:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard A. Hjerpe can be reached on 571-272-7691. The fax phone 



Application/Control Number: 10/049,272 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2629 

number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Kevin M. Nguyen/ 
KEVIN M. NGUYEN 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2629 

KMN 

October 11, 2007 



